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Article Info Abstract
Background and Aims: Nowadays, the best choice for replacing missing teeth are dental
A_l‘t_icle type: implants, however, failure is not unexpected. One of the factors that plays an important
Original Article role in the implant failure is bacterial microleakage which could cause biological

complication. The aim of this study was to compare the bacterial microleakage between

the two types of implants.
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Accepted: 20 May 2021 were placed bilaterally in the premolar-molar area of the patients' mandible. One day and
Published: 15 Jun 2021 14 days after the delivery of the crown, by removing the crown and removing the

abutment, sampling was performed using a sterile paper cone from four areas. One day
after sample culturing, the number of colonies was counted. All data were entered into
SPSS 23 and were analyzed using independent samples t-test and paired t-test with a
Corresponding Author: significance level of 0.05.

Maryam Kalantari Nezhad Results: The amount of bacteria in implant sulcus was significantly different between the
two types of implants (P=0.003). After 14 days, the amount of bacteria in SPI implant
sulcus significantly decreased more than Dentis implant sulcus (P=0.001). After 14 days,
the amount of bacteria also decreased in all other areas which there were no significant
difference between the two types of implants (P>0.05).
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